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Is There a CIA Tale 
Too Wild for Belief? 


COUP D'ETAT IN AMERICA: The CIA 
and the Assassination of John F. 
Kennedy. By Michael Canfield and 
Alan J. Weberman. The Third 
Press. 336 pages. $11.95. 


By Norman Kempster 

Washington Star Staff Writer 

As evidence mounted 
that the CIA contracted 
with the Mafia 15 years 
ago to kill Fidel Castro, I 
vowed that I would never 
again scoff at another 
seemingly improbable 
story of the secret activi- 
ties of the nation’s intelli- 
gence apparatus. 

As Robert A. Maheu, a 
former aide to billionaire 
Howard Hughes and a 
one-time CIA contract 
employe, described how 
he recruited a couple of 
mobsters to attempt to 

E oison the Cuban premier, 
e seemed to forever de- 
stroy the line between the 
believable and the un- 
believable. 

If others have purged 
the phrase “they wouldn’t 
do that” from their vocab- 
ulary in dealing with 
stories about the CIA, then 
“Coup d’Etat in America” 
will do very well at the 
bookstores. 

. CV 

THIS STEW of conspir- 
acy theories by Michael 
Canfield and Alan J. 
Weberman attempts to 
demonstrate that Presi- 
dent John F. Kennedy was 
killed as a result of a CIA 
plot backed by Richard M. 
Nixon and assisted by 
organized crime using 
Watergate felons E. How- 
ard Hunt and Frank Stur- 
gis as assassins. 

Lee Harvey Oswald, ac- 
cording to this theory, was 
a “patsy” set up by the 
CIA to take the rap. He 
was killed by Jack Ruby 
—described in the book as 
a big-time gangster — to 


make sure he wouldn’t 
talk. 

Without saying for a 
certainty that it didn’t 
happen that way (I have 
no first-hand knowledge 
of how it happened), suf- 
fice it to say that Canfield 
and Weberman fall far 
short of proving their 
case. 

This book is “political 
pornography,” the sort of 
thing that appeals to the 
•dark side of the reader’s 
personality and panders to 
his doubts about the truth 
of what he has been told 
by his government. 

THE THEORY is based 
on photographs which, ac- 
cording to the authors, 
show that Hunt, Sturgis 
and someone who was a 
“double” for Oswald were 
apprehended near the 
murder site at a time 
when they could have been 
the killers. The man they 
identify as Sturgis does 
look quite a bit like the 
photos they include of the 
Sturgis who was convicted 
of taking part in the 
Watergate burglary. But 
the photos identified as 
Hunt are so fuzzy and 
indistinct that they could 
be of almost anybody. And 
the whole theory falls 
apart if — as Hunt has in- 
sisted to interviewers — 
Hunt was not in Dallas on 
Nov. 22, 1963. 

Aside from the photo- 
graphs, the book attempts 
to establish a chain of con- 
spiracy that links Hunt, 
Nixon, the CIA and the 
Mafia. To do that, the au- 
thors rely on the sort of 
guilt-by-association tech- 
nique made infamous by 
Sen. Joseph McCarthy. 
.Some of the links just 
don’t fit. 

Two examples of many: 

• Canfield and Weberman 
question the integrity of 
Warren Commission staff 
lawyer Albert Jenner by 
saying that years later 
during Watergate he “be- 
came Nixon s minority 
counsel on the Judiciary 


Committee.” What tne au- 
thors don’t tell you — be- 
cause it contradicts their 
theory — is that Jenner 
was the committee’s 
minority counsel until the 
committee’s Republican 
members fired nim for 
becoming one of Nixon’s 
harshest critics. 

•The authors say Earl 
Warren, the late chief jus- 
tice. headedjhe War- 
ren Commission, “seems 
to be easily manipulated 
by Nixon and his friends.” 
That may be the single 
worst outrage of this fre- 
quently outrageous book. 
Warren and Nixon were 
scarcely on speaking 
terms throughout their 
careers. Warren de- 
veloped a hearty dislike 
for Nixon when they were 
both California politicians 
and little that happened 
later seemed to change his 
mind about Nixon’s 
character. 

All of this is not to say 
that there may not be 
holes in the conclusion of 
the Warren Commission 
that Oswald, acting alone, 
was the assassin. It may 
even be that Canfield and 
Webermen have found 
some real discrepancies in 
the official explanation of 
the killing. But there are 
even more holes in the 
book’s documentation. 

Perhaps a congression- 
al committee should re- 
open the investigation of 
the assassination. But not 
because of this book. 


